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should not come first. The Republican 
Party should not come over the inter-
ests of the country. All we are saying 
is that the Republican majority has 
had control of this Chamber since 1994. 
They control the Senate, and they con-
trol the White House. They pull all the 
levers of government. Whether it is 
emergency management, failure; pov-
erty rates, up; tuition rates, doubled; 
health care costs, up 15 to 20 percent a 
year. The Republicans take public tax 
dollars and give it away in corporate 
welfare. Mr. Speaker, $16 billion in pub-
lic tax money went to the oil compa-
nies and the energy companies and sub-
sidies, and $700 billion in the medicare 
prescription drug bill. 

Now, the Democratic Party wants to 
lead, and we want to lead and put the 
interests of the country before what is 
necessarily best for the Democratic 
Party. And here is a great example: 

In 1993, when we were running huge 
deficits, the Democratic-controlled 
House, the Democratic-controlled Sen-
ate, and President Clinton passed a bal-
anced budget bill that led, without one 
Republican vote, that led to the great-
est economic expansion in the history 
of the United States of America. And it 
was not popular and it was not fun, and 
many Democrats lost their seats over 
it. But you know what? You have got 
to balance your budget. And someone, 
more than one person was a statesman 
to make that decision. You put the in-
terests of the country before your own 
personal political interests and that of 
your party. That is what we want to 
do. That is what the Democrats want 
to do. We want to take this country 
into another direction and change what 
is going on here. 

Let me tell you what we will do when 
we are in charge. One is, we will redo 
the prescription drug bill. We will go 
and we will allow for reimportation of 
prescription drugs from Canada that 
will drive down the costs which will 
save the taxpayer billions of dollars 
over the next few years. We will go 
back and we will put in the medicare 
prescription drug bill a provision that 
allows the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services to negotiate on behalf 
of the medicare recipients and on be-
half of the taxpayer to Merck and 
Pfizer, and they will negotiate down 
the cost of drugs. Some people project 
that savings could be 20 to 30 percent. 
Twenty to 30 percent of $700 billion is 
140 to $210 billion. We would take those 
savings and we would invest it into the 
American people. 

We would also take the $16 billion 
that we have given to oil companies 
and we will add that into the mix. Now, 
notice I did not say one time we want 
to raise taxes. We will take that money 
and we will invest it into programs 
that will lead to economic growth. 

One, we will have a plan that will 
create a million engineers and sci-
entists in the next 10 years. We are get-
ting our clock cleaned by China and 
India. Last year China graduated 
600,000 engineers, India graduated 

350,000, the U.S. graduated 70,000. Half 
the foreign-born will eventually move 
back to their home country. The 
Democrats have a proposal to take 
those savings and invest it into edu-
cation. We will reduce the cost of col-
lege tuition by investing that money. 
We will make sure that there is a clinic 
and a nurse in every single school in 
the country so that our kids are 
healthy, because if we do not have 
healthy students, we cannot have edu-
cated students, and if we do not have 
educated students, we cannot have a 
strong economy, and that is the bot-
tom line. 

The Democrats will invest in mag-
netic levitation trains, the hottest 
train technology going right now. 
There is only one in the world. It is in 
Shanghai. I was on it when I was over 
in China. Mr. Speaker, 270 miles an 
hour we are going down the pike, and I 
am holding a cup of coffee and it did 
not spill. It is the latest train tech-
nology, it is a jobs program, it is good 
for the environment, and it reduces our 
dependence on foreign oil. 

The Democrats will take the savings 
from that money and we will invest it 
into preventive health care. We will 
make sure that we are doing for the 
American people what we are doing for 
the Iraqis, and that is allow them to go 
to a clinic when they have a cold in-
stead of walking into an emergency 
room with pneumonia. 

Mr. Speaker, we want to spend less 
money in the end, but it means putting 
it up front first for prevention. And we 
will start an Apollo program for an al-
ternative energy source, so that these 
engineers and scientists that we create 
will be able to eventually reduce our 
dependence on foreign oil so that not 
one more American life has to be lost 
defending our right to go and get oil so 
that we can drive SUVs. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman is so right. As 
we close out, I just want to reiterate 
that this is about competence. It is 
about who do you trust. It is going to 
be next year asking the American peo-
ple to give us the opportunity to take 
this country in a new direction, to end 
the culture of corruption, to end the 
cronyism, to invest the kind of re-
sources that we need to make sure that 
the middle class can be thriving and vi-
brant, and to make sure that we have a 
disaster response system in place that 
is responsive, that meets the needs of 
people, and that does not leave them 
twisting in the wind as my constitu-
ents are right now, who are without 
gas and without water, where a hos-
pital in my own district is not able to 
continue to take care of people because 
their employees do not have enough 
gas to get to work. Those are basic 
needs. 

We want to thank the Democratic 
leader for giving us an opportunity to 
come on this floor tonight and for cre-
ating the 30-something Working Group. 
I know Mr. RYAN wants to give people 
the Web site where they can contact 
us. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MEEK) who is down in 
Florida with his constituents. Send us 
an e-mail to 
30somethingdems@mail.house.gov. 
Send us an e-mail, let us know your 
thoughts. We want to take this country 
in a new direction, change the way we 
are going, and put the country before 
the party. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to let my constituents 
know that I am coming home tonight 
and looking forward to having the op-
portunity of helping them to get 
through the aftermath of Hurricane 
Wilma. 

f 

PROGRESS IN THE WAR ON 
TERROR 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I am proud 
of the great deal of progress being 
made on our global war on terror. 
While there is no quick path to victory, 
it is absolutely necessary for us to 
maintain our resolve. Terrorists have 
long waged war against the United 
States, well before the September 11 
attacks. Americans were bombed in 
Lebanon in 1983, at the World Trade 
Center in 1993, at Khobar Towers in 
Saudi Arabia in 1996, at the American 
embassies in Kenya and Tanzania in 
1998, and on board the USS Cole in 2000. 

Over the years, these terrorists have 
attacked and attacked and attacked, 
thinking they could kill innocent 
Americans without paying a price. I 
am proud of President Bush and our 
troops for standing up to these mur-
derers and showing them we will not 
sit back and tolerate this behavior. 

Conditions in the Middle East are im-
proving. Despite the terrorists’ plans 
to disrupt democracy in Iraq, millions 
of Iraqi people embraced democracy by 
turning out to vote for a new Constitu-
tion. In addition, the Iraqi security 
forces are taking a much more promi-
nent role in defending their country. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that Americans 
will continue to support our troops. 
They are doing the right thing because 
they are making the world a safer 
place. 

f 

A NEW DIRECTION FOR U.S. 
IMMIGRATION POLICY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
FOXX). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 4, 2005, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, a nation 
that cannot defend its borders against 
an illegal invasion is a nation without 
national sovereignty. 

Madam Speaker, rhetoric rules the 
day when it comes to immigration. A 
lot of people with self-promoting agen-
das do a lot of talking. They have hid-
den motives that range from political 
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to monetary to cultural. However, the 
only motive for immigration should be 
what is best for America, not what is 
best for cheap labor, not what is best 
for Third World countries, not what is 
best for obtaining more votes for the 
left, not what is best for any specific 
race, creed, or religion, but what is 
best for America. That should be our 
immigration policy. 

Madam Speaker, people who enter 
the United States must serve a purpose 
for the greater good of this Nation. A 
little history is due. Over 100 years ago, 
this Nation welcomed immigrants 
through Ellis Island in New York, 
where people would come from all over 
the world into New York Harbor. They 
would be seen at Ellis Island. These in-
dividuals would be examined, they 
would be questioned, and if this person 
saw, after the immigrant was examined 
to be healthy and ready to work in 
America, they were allowed to come in. 
That process did not take a great 
amount of time. 

Now, today, if people want to come 
to the United States legally, there is so 
much bureaucratic nonsense that it 
takes a long time for people who wish 
to become citizens or people who wish 
to work here or go to school here if 
they do it the right way, the legal way. 
We have all heard of the excuses and 
the so-called explanations for why it 
takes so long to allow people to come 
to the United States the legal way. 
Madam Speaker, they are just excuses; 
they are not reasons. 

I am an advocate of immigration, 
legal immigration. 

b 1515 

I am proud of the fact that my ances-
tors came from Scotland, and the hard- 
headed ones came from Germany. But, 
you know, Madam Speaker, we dis-
criminate in this country against peo-
ple who want to come here the legal 
way, the right way, those who want to 
do something for America and not to 
America, to the benefit of the lawless 
illegals who disrespect our rules, the 
rule of law and our Nation. 

Madam Speaker, the battle for the 
border is upon us. And I am not talking 
about Iraq. I am not talking about Af-
ghanistan. I am talking about the 
American border. We have an invasion 
going on in this country. We have a 
colonization of our Nation by other na-
tions, and we watch it and do very lit-
tle. You know, this lawlessness on our 
borders breeds more lawlessness, and it 
is only getting worse. 

Last week I was on this House floor, 
and I invited some colleagues, espe-
cially those down the hallway, to go 
with me to the south Texas border. I 
guess they could not go because they 
were on their yachts sipping wine off 
Cape Cod and found other things that 
they could do better. 

But I spent the last weekend down on 
the south Texas border at a place 
called Laredo, Texas. And on this map 
here, we have portions of Texas, Mex-
ico, the Gulf of Mexico, and Laredo, 

Texas, is in this dark blue. That is 
Webb County, Texas. South of it is Za-
pata County, Texas. 

Webb County, just to give you some 
information, is bigger than the State of 
Delaware, and I spent the weekend 
there with the sheriff of Webb County, 
Sheriff Flores, and also the sheriff of 
Zapata County, Sheriff Gonzalez, Ziggy 
Gonzalez. And we found what occurs 
there on a daily basis is something 
that all Americans should be aware of. 

Sheriff Rick Flores, sheriff of Webb 
County, Texas, a place bigger than the 
State of Delaware, has 13 deputies pa-
trolling the whole State, and when we 
went down to the border, he made sure 
that before we went to certain portions 
of the Texas-Mexico border, that we 
were armed with M–16 rifles, that we 
went with his small SWAT team that 
had body armor and helmets, because 
he said there are places on the Texas 
border with Mexico you do not get 
close to the river without body armor. 

Now, Madam Speaker, we are talking 
about the United States, being inside 
the United States. We are not talking 
about being in some foreign country. 
But yet our sheriffs are concerned 
about their safety and the safety of 
people who are near our southern bor-
der because of what is going on on the 
other side of the border. 

Madam Speaker, I spent some time 
years ago at Checkpoint Charlie in Ber-
lin. You remember, that is the place 
where the American sector was sepa-
rated from the Soviet sector. That So-
viet sector looked into the grayness, 
the darkness, the bleakness of com-
munism in eastern Europe. And how we 
had to patrol that border for America’s 
safety. And when I was on the Texas 
border in Laredo, Texas, it reminded 
me of Checkpoint Charlie because of 
the violence that is occurring along 
our lawless southern border. 

Madam Speaker, Sheriff Flores, when 
he took us around, along with his depu-
ties, also along with Texas Ranger 
Doyle Holdridge, he tried to explain to 
me in very simple matters that this is 
an American issue, this is not a par-
tisan issue. This, as he said, is a red, 
white and blue issue, the importance of 
protecting the sovereignty of the 
United States against the illegal inva-
sion of people coming across our bor-
der. 

And how many are we talking about 
in Texas alone? We are talking about 
5,000 a day illegally coming into the 
United States. We are talking about in 
our country now, 11- to 14 million peo-
ple who came in from Canada or Mex-
ico illegally, without permission. 

And so he patrols that area. He does 
his regular duties, but he is concerned 
about three items, three things, and 
they all have to do with illegal activ-
ity. He is concerned about the illegal 
drug cartels that operate in Mexico and 
southern America and work their way 
up through the United States and to 
through Laredo. 

As you can see from this map, 
Madam Speaker, Laredo here is the 

center port in the United States. It is 
the busiest inland port in the United 
States. Every day 7,000 18-wheelers 
cross into the United States from this 
location. About that many go south as 
well. And they disseminate up to the 
Northeast and to the Midwest. That is 
why this is the battle for the border, 
because the drug cartels want to con-
trol this area. And we have got more 
than one drug cartel down there fight-
ing among themselves as to who will 
control the border. So the first reason 
is for the drug trafficking that ille-
gally comes into the United States is a 
concern to these sheriffs on the Texas 
border. 

The second concern is the illegal im-
migrants that come through that area, 
many of those people brought into the 
United States by coyotes. These are 
the people who, for money, make a 
profit off the human trafficking, bring-
ing people into the United States ille-
gally. 

And the third reason, and maybe the 
most important reason, is because 
Sheriff Flores and Sheriff Gonzalez are 
concerned about homeland security. 
They are concerned about those terror-
ists that wish to do us harm. The next 
terrorist that commits a crime in the 
United States probably is not going to 
fly over here, land at Reagan National 
Airport, get off the airplane and look 
around, do some damage. They are 
probably not going to do that. It is too 
difficult. They are just going to prob-
ably come across the southern Texas 
border as thousands of people do each 
day. 

So those are three reasons, Madam 
Speaker, that this Nation needs to 
have an immigration policy that 
works, an immigration policy that pro-
motes legal immigration, and an immi-
gration policy that says no to those 
people who wish to come here illegally. 

And to try to put things in perspec-
tive, let us talk about the drug cartels 
that come up through the southern 
border of the United States. Now, I am 
not going to spend a lot of time talking 
about the problems with drugs and how 
it affects Americans, but we know it 
does, from schoolyards from the east 
coast to the west coast. But their port 
of entry, like those 7,000 trucks coming 
into the United States at Laredo, is 
right here. 

The drug cartels have more money, 
they have better electronic equipment, 
they have better firepower, they have 
better intelligence networks than our 
local sheriffs do. Our local sheriffs, 
when we were down on the border, we 
used night vision equipment, but that 
was borrowed equipment. The sheriffs 
tell me that on the other side of the 
border, the drug cartels have the best 
night vision equipment that can be 
purchased. They also have better body 
armor than Americans do. And not 
only that, the drug cartels use satellite 
phones, and they track our peace offi-
cers with GPS. In other words, we have 
got a deputy sheriff out here on patrol 
in Webb County or Zapata County. He 
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uses his cell phone to make a call. The 
drug cartels track where he is using 
GPS, and they can track his cell phone 
and know his location. They not only 
know where our peace officers are, they 
know where they all live. They know 
the names of their family members. 
They know the routine that they take 
each day. 

You see, these drug cartels are the 
enemy. They are the enemy to Amer-
ica. And yet our sheriffs, they make do 
with what they have got. You know, 
they would like night vision equipment 
so they can patrol that area, night vi-
sion equipment that they do not have 
to borrow from the Federal Govern-
ment. 

They would like off-road vehicles, 
satellite phones. They have even sug-
gested and asked while I was down 
there, you think, Congressman POE, 
when you go back to Washington you 
can get us a Humvee for our county? 

Now, they do not want four or five. 
They want one Humvee for each of 
these 16 counties on the Texas-Mexico 
border so that they can track those 
drug cartels. 

Madam Speaker, I tried to make a 
few phone calls this week to see how 
difficult that would be to obtain some 
used Humvee that we brought back 
from the war in Iraq that we are never 
going to use, that this country will just 
put somewhere and let it rust and then 
melt it down to steel. And the bureauc-
racy, the red tape just to find the per-
son who can make that decision, was 
not possible. 

But it would seem to me, Madam 
Speaker, that while we fight the war 
on Iraq, when we bring those vehicles, 
even those damaged vehicles, back to 
the United States that are no longer 
going to be used by our military, why 
can’t the Federal Government just give 
a few of those to these border sheriffs 
along this border so they can protect 
and serve our Nation better? But so far 
that cannot happen because there is 
too much bureaucracy involved. 

Madam Speaker, I mentioned the 
sheriffs’ deputies and how they are 
doing a great job, Sheriff Flores and 
Sheriff Gonzalez. But they, too, are 
concerned about their own safety. We 
know that one of these local sheriff’s 
departments, they have to protect 
their own kids when they go to school; 
that they use peace officers to escort 
their children to and from school be-
cause they are afraid of the safety of 
their own children. 

Madam Speaker, this ought not to 
be. You know, the drug cartels more 
than anything else, they have more 
money than our local sheriffs, because 
it is all about money. Follow the 
money trail. And in here it is a tremen-
dous amount of money that we are 
talking about. The drug cartels, these 
are the people who, that are the run-
ners, for lack of a better phrase, that 
actually bring the drugs across from 
Mexico into the United States. Those 
people who do that make $30,000 a 
week. That is right, Madam Speaker, 

just drug runners make $30,000 a week 
bringing that dope into the United 
States. 

You know what a sheriff makes in 
Texas on this border? They make 
$40,000 a year. A deputy sheriff makes 
about $22,000 a year. A Federal peace 
officer in Mexico makes about $20,000 a 
year. 

That is right, Madam Speaker. These 
drug cartels have more money; they 
pay their drug runners about 10 times 
what our local law enforcement make. 
It is all about money. And they are 
willing to do it. They are willing to 
take that risk because of the amount 
of money that is involved in illegal 
drug-running into the United States. 

We know, also, that there have been 
many individuals that have, for what-
ever reason, been trained in the past in 
the United States for countries south 
of the border that have gone over to 
the other side. See, they can make 
more money. They can make more of 
that filthy lucre if they work for the 
bad guys, if they work for the outlaws. 
One of those groups happens to be Gua-
temalan-trained forces that are now 
mercenaries for the cartels. 

Madam Speaker, this is a photograph 
that was taken on the Texas-Mexico 
border, this top photograph. It was 
taken with night vision equipment, 
borrowed, of course. This is the Mexico 
border. This is the Rio Grande river, 
and on this side is the Texas American 
border. 

Now, this photograph, you would 
think, maybe these are just some river 
rafters going down the Rio Grande 
river. Not so. We know now that this 
photograph is taken of Guatemalan 
mercenaries that have gone over to the 
other side and work for the bad guys, 
work for the drug cartel. They are all 
dressed in their camo outfits. They 
have obviously backpacks, probably 
drugs in bags in this raft. You see a 
person in front with his little AK–47 
protecting the dope as they cross in 
from Mexico to the United States. 

This is our border. This is what takes 
place on our borders. And while some 
people in this House are so insistent on 
talking about the minute things that 
occur in this country, maybe we should 
be concerned about the sovereignty and 
invasion of our country by these out-
laws that are bringing drugs into this 
country. 

The photograph below is a photo-
graph we took last weekend. It is a dif-
ficult one to see, but you see two folks 
in here, down here by the river. This is 
Mexico on this side. Rio Grande River. 
We are standing on this side over here 
on the Texas American side. There is 
an individual getting ready to get into 
the river, come into the United States. 
But over here, the sheriff’s department 
tells us this individual who has got his 
hand on his pistol in his holster is one 
of those drug cartel runners protecting 
his drugs. But that is just a typical 
scene, what it looks like, looking 
across the river. 

Now, remember, Madam Speaker, 
when we went down to this area of the 

Texas-Mexico border, we were armed. 
We were armed with M–16 rifles. We 
were armed with individuals who were 
from the SWAT teams of these two 
sheriffs’ departments because you see 
it is not safe. And one reason it is not 
safe is because of the drug cartels that 
are bringing drugs in from other coun-
tries through our open borders. 

b 1530 

So it is important that we first se-
cure the borders because of the illegal 
invasion of people who wish to not only 
come here illegally but to bring that 
cancer into the United States and sell 
it for a profit, these people who wish to 
make a profit off the weaknesses of 
other individuals, and I am talking 
about drug dealers. 

We also notice down here on the 
Texas side of the Rio Grande River 
where the entry places would be for 
those individuals who want to come in 
here illegally, not necessarily drug 
runners, but some of them were. The 
way they do that, Madam Speaker, 
many times they will cross the river, 
they will swim across the river without 
any clothes on. They put their clothes 
in a plastic bag and when they get 
across the river they dry off and then 
put their clothes on. Of course, they 
dispose of the bags and any other trash 
throughout that entire area. We saw 
numerous trash bags where people had 
disposed of the bags and other litter all 
along that Texas border, especially on 
those routes that come into the United 
States. 

I talked to a rancher down in Zapata 
County not too long ago, and he was 
telling me that his ranch down in Za-
pata County, right next to the border, 
is like, as he said, Sherman’s march to 
the sea. I asked him to explain that. He 
said, you remember General Sherman, 
that Union general that invaded the 
South and burned everything he came 
across until he got to Atlanta. He said, 
that is what my ranch looks like in 
parts, where people have come in 
across the border into the United 
States illegally and they have de-
stroyed everything in their path just to 
get farther inland. 

We are talking about American prop-
erty, property rights, something that 
probably we ought to be concerned 
about, the property of Americans along 
our border. 

However, our ranchers do not have it 
that easy. They have been warned by 
the drug cartels to be their friend, be-
cause they do not want them to be 
their enemy. Veiled threats. Some 
ranchers have been promised money or 
they will be harmed. They say, it is ei-
ther silver or lead. What that means is 
we will pay you to let us cross your 
land or there will be lead, which is a 
bullet. Idle threats, I do not think so. 
Threats to ranchers to let those drug 
cartels and those human smugglers 
come across their land, but this is the 
way these people must live. 

Sheriff Flores made a comment near 
the end of our trip with him and his 
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deputies and Sheriff Gonzales. He said, 
our biggest concern is national secu-
rity. He said these people will take 
money to smuggle people across our 
border. They will take money to smug-
gle drugs across our border, and they 
will take money to smuggle terrorists 
across our border. It is an issue of na-
tional security. 

Let me continue a little bit about 
how much we are talking about besides 
drugs. Without demonstrating all the 
packages of narcotics, let me just show 
you two photographs. These were 
taken by the local sheriff departments 
down in south Texas. 

This cache of weapons up here, you 
might think these were found in Iraq 
somewhere. Saddam Hussein’s outlaws 
might have had these. Not so. This 
cache of weapons was found by a local 
sheriff department stopping a vehicle 
coming in, yes, to the United States 
from our southern border. And you see 
the automatic weapons at the top. You 
see a couple of pistols here, and then 
you see grenade-launching weapons at 
the bottom: an invasion into the 
United States of illegal weapons. 

Just a brief moment about terrorist 
activity and how simple it is. I men-
tioned 7,000 trucks a day coming into 
Laredo. This is no secret. You can find 
this kind of information on the Inter-
net. Right here we have about six or 
seven hand grenades. If you look close-
ly, you will see that the pin has been 
pulled from the hand grenades. All of 
these here are just non-detonated 
bombs. 

Each hand grenade is wrapped in a 
plastic. The pin is pulled. And you can 
put one of these hand grenades near a 
vehicle’s engine. It will melt the plas-
tic and thus detonate the hand gre-
nade. These were found before they 
were ever used by local law enforce-
ment down on the border. Just a simple 
way how terrorists can bring weapons 
into the United States, weapons that 
their purpose is to do Americans harm. 

So I would hope that we as a Nation 
understand that our first responders 
are the people who know the commu-
nities, and part of those people are the 
sheriffs and the local police agencies. 
While it is true I have not said much 
about the Federal agents that are on 
the border, I think we must be con-
cerned equally as well in helping our 
first responders because they are in 
this battle too. They know the terri-
tory. They know the people, and they 
know who the outlaws are because 
most of these individuals, most of 
these first responders were raised in 
this entire area. 

We have 11 to 14 million people living 
in this country illegally. Amnesty, of 
course, is not the answer. We also have 
reports, Madam Speaker, that members 
of al Qaeda reside down here south of 
the American border in parts of Mex-
ico. They infiltrate Mexico, of course, 
illegally. They assume the identity of 
Hispanic individuals. They learn the 
Spanish language; and then when time 
is appropriate, they come across the 
American border and assimilate as 
some down-trodden illegal immigrant 
into the United States. 

We know that is occurring, and so 
that is why I make the comments 
about those terrorists who wish to do 
us harm. They are going to come from 
south of the border. 

As the battle for Iraq races on, the 
battle for the border, the battle for La-
redo continues. Let me mention what 
has occurred across the border from 
Laredo. Laredo is a little over 100,000 
people, right here between Zapata 
County and Webb County. Across the 
county or across the American line 
into Mexico is Nuevo Laredo. It has 
about 400,000 individuals, at least it 
used to because now people are leaving. 

This year in Nuevo Laredo because of 
the violence of the drug cartels, 155 
people have been murdered. Sixteen po-
lice officers in Nuevo Laredo have been 
murdered. We know that one of the po-
lice chiefs, recent police chiefs, 6 hours 
after he was sworn in as police chief of 
Nuevo Laredo was gunned down and he 
had 35 bullet holes in him, because, you 
see, he was not going to work with the 
drug cartels. 

We know that 44 Americans have 
been kidnapped out of the United 
States and taken across the border, 
and in all of those cases, Madam 
Speaker, not one case has been solved. 
Not one of those murders has been re-
solved. Not one of those kidnappings 
has been cleared. Interesting, Madam 
Speaker. This is the world we live in, a 
world that we should be concerned 
about. The world south of the Amer-
ican border. 

We know that Nuevo Laredo, because 
of the drug cartels, because of location 
into the United States or near the 
United States and where the drugs can 
go has become a haven for drug traf-
fickers, a haven for gun running, and a 
haven for those coyotes that bring peo-
ple into the United States illegally. 
Just to give one example, because 
there are numerous examples of the vi-
olence and the victims that occur both 
in Mexico and the United States be-
cause of this illegal drug activity: A 
couple of years ago there was a young 
teenage girl in Laredo, Texas, who met 
a guy from Laredo who had a Mercedes. 
And he had a lot of money in his pock-
et and he was a teenager as well. The 
girl’s mother told her, Do not get 
caught up with him. He is up to no 
good. Stay in school. Get an education. 

Well, what happened was he was one 
of those individuals who worked for the 
drug cartel, but he was working on the 
American side; and he owed some 
money to that drug cartel. So one 
evening both of those teenagers were 
kidnapped, taken back across the bor-
der. They were beaten, bags were puts 
over their heads, and both of those 
teenagers were buried alive. It is just 
one example of what happens down on 
the war for the border. 

Madam Speaker, one thing that I 
have done to try to put some progress 
in our immigration policy is to intro-
duce the bill requiring passports for all 
people who enter the United States. 

The 9/11 Commission and its exten-
sive report made recommendations 
that the United States require pass-

ports for everyone coming into the 
United States from south of the border 
and north of the border. Now we give 
people a pass from Canada, Mexico, and 
the Caribbean Islands. They do not 
have to present a passport. All they 
have to do is show up at the border, 
present one of hundreds of different 
types of documents including old bap-
tismal records. Sometimes all they 
have to say is state the country that 
they are from and they come into the 
United States. 

This passport bill will require some 
documentation, that people coming 
into the United States, if they want to 
come in here legally, they have to do it 
the legal way. They have to have a 
passport, a passport with a bar card, a 
passport with a bar card that can be 
scanned so that we can record who 
comes into the United States. 

Madam Speaker, do you know we do 
not record the people who come across 
our border, the Canadian border or the 
Mexican border? Why is that? I do not 
know. Maybe it is best for Canada, 
maybe it is best for Mexico; but it is 
not best for the United States. 

Passports do not discriminate 
against any individual. They treat ev-
erybody the same way. Of course, we 
can ship a package from Honduras to 
the United States. It is recorded by 
UPS on a bar card scanner at least 10 
times. We know the places that pack-
age went before it is opened up here in 
the House of Representatives. But yet 
we do not do that for people who come 
into the United States. 

So this passport act is nondiscrim-
inatory, and it will require individuals 
to have a passport to come into the 
United States. Otherwise they cannot 
enter. Therefore, it helps businesses as 
well, because a person then is legally in 
the United States and has a legal visa 
with a photograph on that visa that 
they obtained from their government 
and our government. When they go to 
get a job, the business does not have to 
check Social Security cards and all 
these other documents. They look on 
that passport to see how long they can 
stay in the United States. 

So this is one step I think we should 
progress and look forward to having a 
passport for all individuals who come 
into the United States. 

Now, Madam Speaker, we have got-
ten some criticism about this. When I 
introduced the Passport For All bill, 
the criticism came from our northern 
representatives and some of our Cana-
dian friends because they want open 
borders between Canada and the United 
States. They do not want to have to 
pay that $100 for a passport. Let us 
think about that. $100 for a passport 
that lasts 10 years. That is $10 a year, 
80 cents a month. That is less than a 
cup of Starbucks coffee. 

So this argument that we do not 
want to pay the $100 is ridiculous. For 
our national security that is not ask-
ing too much for our Canadian friends, 
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American, or people south of the Amer-
ican border. This is something we 
should do. We should proceed with the 
recommendation of the 9/11 Commis-
sion. 

Some have asked, if the 9/11 Commis-
sion recommended it, why do we not 
have it already? It is because of bu-
reaucracy. It is because people who do 
not want that recommendation en-
forced ignore it, and so therefore it has 
not occurred, and Congress is going to 
have to pass a law to require it. 

One other matter that I would like to 
mention about our Texas border, some 
have talked about the only way we can 
keep people out is to build a fence. I 
am not sure about that, Madam Speak-
er. I think we should at least debate 
that issue on the House floor. One 
thing that is occurring, we are finding 
out that there are electronic cameras 
on the United States side that do a 
pretty ample job of watching the river. 

The problem is when that camera 
spots someone coming across the river, 
there is no one down there in the area 
to go down there and stop that illegal 
traffic, whether it is a drug smuggler, 
gun runner or someone coming into the 
United States illegally. 

We need to use some common sense 
in immigration. And the first thing we 
do is to make people who want to come 
to the United States legally have a 
simple process for them to do so and 
use passports to do that. 

There are some absurdities that 
occur in our immigration policy, 
Madam Speaker, and I would like to 
mention a few of those. When our bor-
der agents capture people crossing into 
the United States from the southern 
border into the United States, the 
Texas portion, many of those individ-
uals are not from Mexico. A lot of 
times we assume that all the people il-
legally coming into Texas and the 
United States are from Mexico. That is 
not true. We do a disservice to Mexico 
when we say that, because over half 
the people that came into the United 
States illegally from the south last 
year they were not from Mexico. 

They are called OTMs, other than 
Mexico. Over 50 percent were from 
some other nation other than Mexico. 
They are from South America. They 
are from Central America. They are 
from Asia. They are from China. They 
are from Europe. But they are not from 
Mexico. These people are called OTMs, 
because, you see, everybody in the 
world except maybe some Americans, 
all these people in the world know that 
the southern border of the United 
States is an open border, and you can 
cross here in Texas or in Arizona or 
New Mexico and in California. 
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So that is why people all over the 
world are working their way to Mexico 
and coming across illegally into the 
United States. 

In any event, what happens when bor-
der agents or sheriffs capture one of 
these individuals? Well, if you are from 

Mexico, here is what happens. They are 
usually put in some kind of detention 
facility and shipped back across the 
border if they are caught near the bor-
der. That does not occur once they 
make it into the inland, but if they are 
captured near the border, they are 
taken back after they are put in some 
detention facility for a short period of 
time. 

If you are not from Mexico, that does 
not occur. They are taken to a local 
magistrate in one of our Federal court-
houses on the border. The person is 
standing before the Federal mag-
istrate. They do not live in Mexico. 
They are from some other Nation. So 
because our detention facilities are so 
full and we do not have near enough de-
tention facilities, this person is re-
leased back into our country with the 
promise to appear in court in 6 months 
for their deportation hearing, and then 
some of them are actually moved up 
further into the United States by our 
own Federal authorities. 

Think about this. This is catch-and- 
release. We catch them and then we re-
lease them. How absurd is that? This 
occurs with individuals who are from 
Nations or Nations other than Mexico. 

People understand that. So much so 
that many times when these OTMs 
cross the border, once they make it to 
a major highway, they stand in the 
middle of the highway waving their 
hands. They want to be captured be-
cause, as soon as they are captured, 
they are released with that get-out-of- 
jail-free ticket that allows them to 
roam the United States for 6 months 
before appearing in court for their de-
portation hearing. This ought not to 
be. 

Not only that, Madam Speaker, 85 
percent of these people never appear in 
court. Are we surprised? Of course not. 
So when people come to the United 
States, illegally, for whatever reason, 
and they are captured, they must un-
derstand that our government has the 
fortitude and the will to send them 
home, no matter where they come 
from. 

We must find the resources, use old 
military bases, it does not make any 
difference, find a place to house those 
individuals until their quick deporta-
tion hearing. When I say quick, it 
should not take 6 months. It should be 
resolved within a week, ship them back 
where they came from because they 
have invaded the United States. This 
ought not to be. 

Of course, we know many of them 
come from the Laredo, Webb County, 
Zapata County. Just for your informa-
tion, Madam Speaker, down here on 
the Gulf of Mexico, we have Browns-
ville, Texas, on the American side and 
across there we have Matamoros, Mex-
ico. It just so happens that people who 
are from China, the Chinese are ille-
gally entering the United States from 
that area. That is the area of the coun-
try they have picked to illegally come 
into the U.S., and the same is true 
there. Once they are captured, they are 

released on their word to appear back 
in court, and many of them, most of 
them, do not appear. 

So we did not change this policy, the 
catch-and-release. It is no longer 
catch-and-release. It should be catch- 
and-deport and deport immediately if 
you are illegally in the United States. 

We also have policies in some of our 
major cities that do not make much 
sense, and I call these policies the 
sanctuary hideouts. These are laws in 
major metropolitan areas that prevent 
local law enforcement from arresting 
people who are in the city, in the 
United States, illegally. Let me give 
you an example. 

Unfortunately, this is one of the poli-
cies we have had in the city of Houston 
down in Texas where I am from. A 
Houston police officer can arrest some-
body for jaywalking, but a Houston po-
lice officer cannot inquire into the 
legal status of a person that is arrested 
for jaywalking. In other words, you can 
be confined or arrested for jaywalking, 
but this peace officer cannot do any-
thing about the fact the person is ille-
gally in the United States, cannot even 
ask the question. The police officer 
will be disciplined. 

This sanctuary policy, this sanctuary 
hideout is a policy of our major cities. 
So we allow different pockets of people 
who are illegally in the United States, 
we give them sanctuary. Why do we do 
that? I do not know. It is not best for 
America. It is best for somebody else’s 
own agenda, but it is not best for 
America. 

A police officer used to have the 
power to arrest somebody, find out if 
they are illegally in the United States, 
take them over to INS and INS would 
deport them. The local law enforce-
ment worked very well with the Fed-
eral authorities. We should resume 
that policy so that we have individuals 
that are arrested here for one crime, 
they could be turned over to Federal 
authorities and be deported imme-
diately, but now local law enforcement 
cannot even ask them the question of 
where they are from or they will be dis-
ciplined. Madam Speaker, this ought 
not to be. 

When a person comes to the United 
States, and a lot of people do, God bless 
them, they come here legally, we make 
it so difficult for those individuals to 
do it the right way that they are 
tempted to do it the illegal way. I will 
give an example. 

In my southeast Texas district down 
in Jefferson County, I talked to an in-
dividual that is a naturalized citizen 
from Mexico, came to the United 
States, did it the right way, proud 
American, loves our country. One of 
his sons is serving in the military, but 
he has got another son down in Mexico 
that he wants to bring to the United 
States, and there are ways you do that 
legally. It has taken him 15 years to 
get that second son into the United 
States legally. That is ridiculous. That 
is absurd. If we are going to let that in-
dividual in, let us let him in. If we are 
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going to tell him no, tell him no, but 
make a decision. All the red tape and 
all the paperwork, 15 years is ridicu-
lous. This American citizen I was men-
tioning to you wants his son to come 
here the right way. He has encouraged 
him not to illegally come into the U.S. 

We have been told that there are 
some people that have been waiting to 
come into the United States on immi-
gration status for 20 years and have yet 
to hear from our immigration officials 
as to whether they can come in the 
United States or not. So we can see 
why people come here illegally. 

We also know that the administra-
tion in Mexico encourages illegal im-
migration into the United States be-
cause they printed up a pamphlet that 
I have shown on this House floor before 
that explains how immigrants from 
Mexico can illegally enter the United 
States and shows them where to go, 
where to cross the border, what to do 
when they are confronted by American 
officials, et cetera. We know that a per-
son can purchase fake documents at 
flea markets, get a forged Social Secu-
rity card and come into the United 
States illegally, and this is encouraged 
by other Nations. 

American taxpayers pay each year 
per taxpayer $2,700 for the cost of ille-
gal immigration. That is the cost we 
pay for those people who are here ille-
gally, $2,700 a piece. That is how much 
Americans have to pay. Americans pay, 
Americans always pay. 

Just some specific examples, Madam 
Speaker. Health care. Oh, tonight, we 
heard so much about the cost of health 
care. Over here on the other side, we 
heard some moaning and groaning and 
weeping about the cost of health care 
in the United States, but I will ask my 
friends across the aisle, why do they 
not address one of the costs of health 
care costs in the United States, and 
that is, the cost that we pay for people 
who are in the system that are ille-
gally in the United States, obtaining 
health care that Americans pay and 
they do not pay for. 

It has been estimated by some health 
care officials that over 20 percent of 
the cost of health care is because of 
those people illegally in the United 
States obtaining health care that the 
rest of us have to pay for. That ought 
not to be. 

Why do we not want to address that 
issue in health care costs? Because it is 
political. We cannot make a political 
case out of health care costs. Well, 
maybe we should deal with the truth 
and the reality. We know that many il-
legal immigrants, when they want 
health care, they just show up at the 
emergency room, and because of our 
policies in this country, I am not say-
ing it is right or wrong, I am just say-
ing when they show up at the emer-
gency room they are taken care of. Of 
course, emergency room treatment is 
the most expensive treatment in health 
care, but that is where those individ-
uals go. The rest of us pay for it. 
Maybe we ought to be sending some of 

those bills down south of the border 
and letting those other countries pay 
for the health care costs that we are 
paying for, that health care cost that 
their citizens are taking from the rest 
of us. 

Something else we have heard a lot 
about in recent weeks is education and 
the cost of education in the United 
States. It costs a lot of money, not 
only with your local schools up 
through the 12th grade, but individuals 
who wish to go on to college. I had four 
kids and I know the expense of edu-
cation. All of them have finished col-
lege but one. One is still in college, but 
let us talk about education. 

People in education tell us that part 
of the education costs is because of 
people who are illegally in the United 
States that we educate free. Let me ex-
plain that to you. 

Let us use this example. Let us say I 
decided to go to France, and some of 
the things I have said about the French 
government, they probably would not 
let me in legally. So I would have to 
sneak into France and I am going to 
take my whole family with me. So I 
sneak into France. I take my four kids. 
I show up someplace and say educate 
all of us and educate us in the English 
language because we do not speak 
French. If I did that, you would think 
that was absurd. Of course, the French 
government would not let that happen, 
would they? No country in the world 
would let that happen. They would get 
rid of me first. 

Second, they sure would not let me 
go to school and would not pay for it or 
educate me in English or Texan, which-
ever, but yet a person can come to the 
United States, show up to one of our 
schools, take their kids there, and we 
educate them because we educate ev-
erybody that is in this country. I am 
not saying it is right or wrong. I just 
say we do it. We educate them in their 
language, and yet the rest of us pay for 
that. 

So maybe we ought to reevaluate the 
cost of education, the cost of medical 
health care in light of the fact that it 
costs Americans so much to pay for the 
education and medical expenses of peo-
ple here illegally. 

Let me talk one more thing about 
education. I mentioned I have four kids 
and went to college. One of them is 
still in college working on a Ph.D. She 
will finish it, God bless her, but we 
have a policy in most State univer-
sities that if you are from the State 
that you go to school in, you pay in- 
state tuition. You go to one of our 
major universities, you live in the 
State of Texas, you pay in-state tui-
tion. 

But if you from Kansas, let us use 
Kansas, and you come down to Texas, 
well, you pay out-of-state tuition be-
cause you are not from around here. 
You are from Kansas so you pay out-of- 
state tuition. 

Let us say you come from a foreign 
country and you have applied for an 
education visa. You came here to the 

United States the right way and the 
legal way. You got admitted to one of 
our good universities in Texas. Well, 
you pay out-of-state tuition because 
you are not from Texas; you are from 
somewhere else. 

But if you are illegally in the United 
States and you are illegally in Texas, 
you can apply to one of our State uni-
versities. If you get admitted, you pay 
in-state tuition. 

So we discriminate against Ameri-
cans from other States. We discrimi-
nate against other citizens and other 
Nations who come here the right way, 
to the benefit of people who just show 
up illegally in the United States. This 
ought not to be. 

This is so ridiculous that there are 
some places in the United States that 
illegal immigrants can get State 
grants to go to college. That means 
they go free. I think maybe those State 
grants ought to go to citizens. They 
certainly should be considered ahead of 
illegal immigrants and legal immi-
grants ought to be considered before il-
legal immigrants. 

With the competition so tough in 
getting into our universities, all of 
them throughout the United States, 
some of these illegal immigrants are 
knocking American citizens, American 
kids that are just average students, out 
of a chance to go to college. Maybe we 
ought to reevaluate this policy of fa-
voring illegals to the detriment of 
Americans. 

For a long time I was a judge in 
Houston, Texas, 22 years. I saw about, 
oh, 25,000 criminal cases, tough cases, 
everything from stealing to killing, 
rape, robbery, murder, kidnapping, 
child abuse, capital murder and every-
thing in between. 

During that time, and most recently 
especially, I dealt with numerous cases 
of people who were from some other 
country than the United States, most 
of whom were illegally in the United 
States. 

It is estimated that about 20 percent 
of the people, 20 percent of the people 
incarcerated in the United States in 
our State prisons, our jails and our 
Federal penitentiaries are illegally in 
the United States to begin with. 

What that means is the criminal jus-
tice system, which we pay for, Ameri-
cans pay, Americans always pay, part 
of the reason it is so expensive is we 
have got people in the system who are 
illegally in the United States to begin 
with. So we pay for that system for 
those individuals. 

But to carry it a little bit further, to 
show you how we do not follow through 
with enforcement of our laws, if I 
would send a person to prison that was 
convicted of a crime in Texas, sent him 
off to the Texas State penitentiary, 
you would think when they get out of 
the penitentiary, we would have a bor-
der agent waiting there at the gate to 
pick him up and take him back home, 
wherever they came from, whether 
they were legally or illegally in the 
United States, but that does not hap-
pen. 
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What happens is when a person fin-

ishes their time in the penitentiary. 
They are taken back to the city in 
which they were convicted and released 
back in our community. So here we 
have a person illegally in the United 
States, commits a crime against some-
one in the United States, goes to our 
State penitentiary, does time in our 
pen. When they get out, rather than 
just automatically deport them, send 
them back home, wherever they came 
from, we release them back into the 
community. 
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This ought not to be. 
So we have to deal with the absurd-

ities in our immigration policy. We 
have to be concerned about the illegal 
immigrants that come into the United 
States. We must expect and demand 
that those people who want to come 
here come here the right way. There is 
a reason they did not come here the 
legal way. Maybe we ought to find out 
what those reasons are. The rule of law 
must be enforced. 

Madam Speaker, lawlessness on the 
border breeds more lawlessness, and 
that is why it is increasing. That is 
why the drug cartels are doing what 
they are doing, bringing drugs into the 
United States to do harm to the rest of 
us. That is why those coyotes, those 
human smugglers, are bringing people 
into the United States for money, and 
that is why those terrorists who wish 
to do us harm, when they come to the 
United States, they will come the ille-
gal way as well. We must be serious 
about enforcing the rule of law, enforc-
ing what is best for America. 

About 100 years ago this statement 
was made: ‘‘In the first place we should 
insist that if the immigrant who comes 
here in good faith becomes an Amer-
ican and assimilates himself to us, he 
shall be treated on an exact equality 
with everyone else, for it is an outrage 
to discriminate against any such man 
because of creed, or birthplace or ori-
gin. But this is predicated upon the 
man’s becoming in very fact an Amer-
ican, and nothing but an American. 
There can be no divided allegiance 
here. Any man who says he is an Amer-
ican, but something else also, isn’t an 
American at all. We have room but for 
one flag, the American flag, and this 
excludes the red flag, which symbolizes 
all wars against liberty and civiliza-
tion, just as much as it excludes any 
foreign flag of a nation to which we are 
hostile. We have but room for one lan-
guage here, and that is the English lan-
guage, and we have room for but one 
sole loyalty, and that is the loyalty to 
the American people.’’ 

This was said by President Theodore 
‘‘Teddy’’ Roosevelt in 1907, a great be-
liever in immigration. An immigrant, a 
person who wanted people to come to 
the United States the legal way. Words 
of wisdom, maybe something we ought 
to listen to. 

Madam Speaker, we must win the 
battle for the border, we must win the 

battle for sovereignty, and we must 
win the battle against lawlessness that 
surrounds our country. That is just the 
way it is. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. BACA (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today. 

Mr. BECERRA (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today. 

Mr. CLYBURN (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of official 
business in the district. 

Ms. ESHOO (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida (at the request 
of Ms. PELOSI) for today. 

Mr. OBEY (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of an im-
portant matter in the district. 

Mr. ORTIZ (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of impor-
tant business in the district. 

Mr. REYES (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today. 

Mr. LINDER (at the request of Mr. 
BLUNT) for today on account of official 
business. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California (at 
the request of Mr. BLUNT) for today on 
account of illness. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MEEHAN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. STUPAK, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mrs. BLACKBURN) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. OSBORNE, for 5 minutes, Novem-
ber 2 and 3. 

Mr. DREIER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, for 5 minutes, 

November 2 and 3. 
(The following Members (at their own 

request) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. BIGGERT, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. HOYER, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 37. An act to extend the special postage 
stamp for breast cancer research for 2 years. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accord-

ingly (at 4 o’clock and 3 minutes p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until Monday, October 31, 2005, 
at 3 p.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

4848. A letter from the Acting Deputy As-
sistant Administrator, Office of Diversion 
Control, Drug Enforcement Administration, 
transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Schedules of Controlled Substances: 
Placement of Pregabalin Into Schedule V 
[Docket No. DEA–267F] received October 7, 
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

4849. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Safety Zone; New 
York Super Boat Race, Hudson River, New 
York [CGD01–05–027] (RIN: 1625–AA00) re-
ceived September 26, 2005, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

4850. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zone; Port 
Townsend Waterway, Puget Sound, Wash-
ington, Naval Exercise [CGD13–05–034] (RIN: 
1625–AA87) received September 1, 2005, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

4851. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zones; San 
Francisco Bay, San Pablo Bay, Carquinez 
Strait, Suisun Bay, California [COTP San 
Francisco Bay 05–008] (RIN: 1625–AA87) re-
ceived September 26, 2005, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

4852. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Im-
proved Seats in Air Carrier Transport Cat-
egory Airplanes [Docket No. FAA–2002–13464– 
2; Amendment No. 121–315] (RIN: 2120–AC84) 
received October 6, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

4853. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
craft Assembly Placard Requirements [Dock-
et No. FAA–2004–18477; Amendment Nos. 121– 
312; 135–98] received August 9, 2005, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

4854. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Fuel 
Tank Safety Compliance Extension (Final 
Rule) and Aging Airplane Program Update 
(Request for Comments) [Docket No. FAA– 
2004–17681; Amendment No. 91–283; 121–305, 
125–46, 129–39] (RIN: 2120–AI20) received Au-
gust 9, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

4855. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Use of 
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